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INTRODUCTION

0n December '17, '1980, an invest igat ion of archeological s ' i te ML-2200
(428M722, or Sherman Shelter) wai conducted by Les l.Jik'le, Montice'l ' lo
Distr ic i  Archeologist,  and l , Iaj t  Norvak, of the Price Distr ict ,  for the
purpose of assessing scient i f ic potential  of the si te as wej l  as pos-
sible impacts on it by a proposed road upgrading by Genwa'll Coa'l Com-
pan)/.

Two previous investigations had been conducted on the existing road and
its iniunediate environs. The f i rst (Gi1' l io 1975) described the s' i te and
noted a project'i1e point fragment in the roadway, probably_washed down
the siope from the siie above. The second report (Howe]] 1980) expanded
on the earl ier work, surveying a considerable area around the proposed
mine facility, as wel'l as covering the entire canyon bottom where the
proposed acqgjss road is located.

As a result of previously unanswered quesiions in the reports and new
project proposals, ihe Pi ice Ranger Distr ict  requested a reanaiysis of
the situation. The resu'lt was the December visit and the present report.

PRTHISTORY OF THE AREA

Although a few isolated, uncontro' l led f inds may date to an eari ier t ime,
people-of the Archaic pir iod are apparentTy the f i rst to use this genera' l
area of Utah. The Archaic period dates approxirnately from_6500 B.C. to
A.D. 200. Subsistence techir iques were babica' l ly of a smal] game hunting
and wild pjant gathering nature. Some camping and habitat ion was done
at open sitesr Eut odr best Archaic infonnation comes fron rockshe'lters
and caves where preservation is better.

The Fremont cu]ture dating between A.0. 450-1250 probab'ly was present at
Sherrnan Shel ier for at ' leist a short t ime during this period. This was
a t ime of a more sett led l i fe, corn agriculture, and some trade with
contemporaneous Anasazis to ttre south-(Madsen and Lindsay 1977).

SITE ENVIRONMENT

Sherman She'lter is iocated near the junction of Cranda'I1 Canyon and
Huntington Canyon at 7450 feet elevai ion. The alcove faces south, being
on the-north side of the east-west running Cranciaf i Canyon. Th. existing
dirt  road is 25-30 meters to the south, down a steep sJope which varies
from abcut 189 to 35%.



The canyon is very namow and steep, i imi i ing the options avai ' lable for
road improvement and re'location. P'inyon and juniper are in the the
inirnediate siie area, alihough aspen and coniferous trees are a'lso found
in the nearby area. Crandail Creek provides a pennanent water supply.

SITE TESTING

Due to t , ime and work load constr ict ions, only very l imited test ing could
be done. Two small  test pi ts were dug on the west side of the si te on
the edge of the extensive pothunting area (See site map).

Surface potiery had been repcrted by earl ier invest igat ions, but none
was found on this trip. Huch bone rnateria'l was scattered on the surface,
but aimost a'll of it was of a very fragmentary nature" The pieces
intact enough for identification were not human bone. No surface
col ' lect ion was taken.

Test Pit I was dug torvards the southwest corner of the site, near the
expected edge of the cultura] deposits. The pit  was 0.3 meters square-
and was dug to a depth of one meler. The first 0.1 meter consisted of
soil frcm a large pothole to the north, under which was the recent soC
ievel.  Under this i , ras a deep deposit  of yel lowish sandy loam with
occasional char"coal bi ts.

Artifactua'l material from Test Pi" I consisted of two bone fragments and
a piece of giass at the recent sod' level (under the pot ho' le dump), a
bone fragment and small p'iece of wood at the contact of the sod level
and the ie'l lowish sandy ioam, and two bone fragments and a sherd between
the yel ' lowish' level-and the darker level below. The sherd is a body
fragment from a very"roughly formed corrugated vessei".  i4an"v confusions
suriound ceranic tyiology t; the general Fremont area (l4adsen.and Lindsay
1977:52) .  For  th i i . rea ibn,  the sherd has not  yet  been c lassed pending
later laboratory analysiS. However, i ts general styiq ald.materia' l
relate to a sherd found at tsackhoe t i i t tagE (Madsen ind Lindsay 1977256)
which dated to about A.D. 900-1i00, which reiates wel i  in t i i : ie to l ' lancos
Corrugated ln the Anasazi area.

Test Pit II was dug not long before darkness carne, and so was not deep.
Its purpose t{as to assess the depth of cuitural material  exis 'uing be1.ow
the botted depths. In this i t  wis not too sucessful,  as t ime al ' lowed
goin! oniy a iew tenths of a meter be'low that leve1. Six bcne fragments
and a corn cob were recovered from this test pit.

No pol len or  so i l  samp' les were co l lected in  th is  l imi ted test ,  and the
amount of charcoal present did not a] low for coi lect ing a sample t 'oi  C-
14 dating. No bui ibing stone materiaj  was seen either on ihe surface or
in the t6st pits. The'bone fragments seen on the surt-ace and found in
the test pi$ were apparently oi  animal or igin as far as f ieid analysis
could identi fy.



CULTUML CONCLUSIONS

Although no diagnostic Archa' ic materia' is were found in the l imited depthtest.pi ts probablv such a t ime plr iod is represented at Sherman Shelt l r ,based on nearby isolated f inds bf Arcnaic- i i t<e project i . le point fraqments.sucn. a-fragment-found iust dorrnstream frcm the i i t ;  (Howeii  tgeO) d;- 
' -

morphoiogicai-: tqi lar i t ies to either Pinto or-Humboli  points icc6raingto i . lo 'mer's (. l979) typology.

The corn cob and.corrugated sherd indicate a later Fremont occupation.There were no materia: l i  to ' indicate a post-Fremont, non-Angio-occupationor  use.

The alcove, being small ,  shal low, and having some problerns with sheJterfrom inclement wiather,-probably had l imitei ,-Jeasonal use. The smallamount of trash on the slopes would support inls.

Notwithsianding the relat ive-smaj ' lness of the si te, coupled with therather severe exi 'st ing oothuntihg, i t  great deal of 
- impoi-tant 

scient i f icinformaiion exists on the site aia ne6as to be protecied or exiractedthrough careful excavation. The presumed subsistence base of theadiacent sevier Culture has recenttv_ueen qJ. i t i i r i ja-t l r iai .n' .nJ-t- indsay
1977:.87'89) and a reanalysis oi the Frenond-iuiture on this same basiswouid be warranted. Sheiman Shelter can aia-rs in-proviaing new data onthis subject- Also needed is more infonnation-tnat 'r i t t  t reip us f indthe relat ionships between smari " f iera houiei si i ; ; ,  i i re.r ' i r i iug. i ,
anci alcoves in Fremont times

ALTERNATIVES

Six maior al ternative's. are ionsidered here that span the whoje ranEe of
?9::lPie optlons. tach alternative is aetcrioea bv appioximate cost,errect on ihe si te, viabi ' l i ty,  and procedures needld ind completed (See
Table i  ) .

Alternative A: Reroute the road that is now in the si te area toTfiA-6'tF'efTiC of the ir.ei..
Alternative_!.i -Move the present roadway slightly to the south,
avoft ingff i 's ive cut ana t i t l  in the 6ank,-buf requir in! some
rerouting of the creek. Fence the si ie.

Alternative C: Keep the road where i t  is,  with cut and f i l l  wher^e
necessary. Fence the s. i te.

Alternative D: Move the road upslope toward the site to avoidpro5Tems wiT-the exisiing-creek bank. Fence the site.

4' l !?rnative E: Completely salvage the si te, al lowing any road
0pt10n to be completed without any effects on the si ie.

Alternative F: Al]ow any road proposa'r to go through without
worrvffig-doffi cgmpletJ iesiruciioh of tne iite thr6ugh natural
causes or  i l lega l  d igg ing.



Some concern has been voiced by some Forest Service personnel regarding
soi l  stabi ' l i ty in the area: thLre is a woryy that any cutt ing into the
ii..p slope nlar the'site would lead to heavy erosion that would ultimately
a.si i .oy the si ie. This is not an i tem that tan be direct iy addressed in
an arci'teology report, though it of course would have an effect on the
i i te t tself-unleis Aiternai ive F were chosen. The possible erosion
proUtem is one which must be addressed by the appropriate soi '1. scient ists.
benwai'l Coal Company has proposed putting in five or more study trenches
for  so i ' l  s tab i l i iy . -  Un1eis  A i tern i t ive A,  E,  or  F is  chosen i t  must  be
required that one-of the trenches be in the slope below the archeoiogy
s i  te .

Concerns about resultant soi l  erosion, types of retaining wa' l ls needed
i l  ine slope is cut into, and so forth, inirst be taken care of by-engineers'
soi ' l  scient ists, and oth6r special ists. in this paper we can only
address the arc[eo]ogy issuei. And the crux of that is thatr fga]n
uniess Aiternat ' ive F-is considered viable and is chosen, the si te's
informat'ional integrity must be maintained or properly salvaged.

The defini t ion of where a si te begins and ends is sornetimes a dif f icult
subject ive judgement: any reasona6le boundary-drawing -most- l ike' ly wi j l

, .6xluOe at l iasi  one or two sherds, f ' lakes, etc. But in this case' a'reasonaOle 
arbitrary boundary thai effectively contains virtual'iy a'l l

the si te' i  infonnation value-, whi le not unduly hampering g!!el  Prgposed,
projects is as fol lows: make an east-west l ine j0 meters (33 feet) south-
bf ine datum point Ii i l nigheii ioint on the f.ltgg boulder in the centr"ai
part of if 't i site) and terminaie it eS meters (82.5 feet) west of datum
inO-q0 o'.l i. i (i la-ieetj easi of datum, going north into the cliff from
these points. .

As long as the integri ty of this bounded area is preserved, proposed
pro:eiis can be ioniidel'ed having "no effect" upon.the archeological
! i t i .  I t  must be left  up to othir special ists to design road cuts, etc'
to maintain this in"egri ty,

RECOMMENDATIONS

From a purely archeological standpoint A'lternatives A and E are the most
acceptabie. 

-Alternatiie 
A would preserve !!e data for future excavators

with better tecfrniqu.r.-  Af i .rni t ive E would provide some very essentia' l
infonnatjon we need now to better understand the Fremont cu]tUre and
better assess t tre- i ignif icance of the other si tes knolvn and to be
discov.red in the area. However, because of f inanciaJ, administrat ive'
ind time constraints these two aiternatives are probably not very
acceptable in a general sense.
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A'l ternai ive B and C are the next most acceptable, with C taking prior i ty"
A'lternative D is the one most recently proposed by Genwall Coal Company
and is archeological ly acceptabie as iohg as soi l  stabi i i ty tests indicate
there w' i ' l i  be no danger to the si te.

Alternative F is simply not acceptable within the framework of our
Agency responsibi l i t ie-s set out in laws and regulat ions. Acceptance of
t [ is  ; i ternat ive cou]d lead us in to  :er ious law:u i ts  as we] l  as poss ib iy
a l iowing great  loss of  sc ient i f ic  in format ion.

In surrnary, the preferred archeo'logical rankings of the alternatives are
f i rs t  A,  down through E,  C,  B,  D and ending wi th  F.

I f  al ternative B, C, or 0 is chssen, certain basic requ' irements for the
fence must be met. The fence rnust not intrude into the site area as
defined ear' t ier in this sect ion and as shown on the si te map attached.
The fence must be of chain l ink material ,  properly instal led, at ' least

six feet high above ground level at the po' int of insta' l ' lat ion, and have
a locking gite with i  Forest Service lock. The fence must be painted
with an 6uidoor paint that blends wel l  w' i th the surrounding ground and
vegetation, so ai to not detract from the natura'l surroundings and not
be-easi ly visible from'uhe road. At least two metal ant iquity 1]gns-
must  be iosted,  each s l ight iy  ins ide the fence f ine,  eas i ly  v is ib ' le  f rorn
outsiOe lne fence but noi thL road. in lddit ion, a smali  engraved
wooden sign very briefly describing the reasons for the protection of
the si te ind thl  si te's nature musl be posted sl ight ly ' inside the fence
l ine and near the center of the longer axis.

I t  wi i l  probab' ly bd,noticed thai,  the recommenda'uions found in this
report ai .e,basi ial ' ly the-same as those in the two earl ier reports, oniy
sotne more detail anii discussjon of a'lternatives being added"

LES t,llKLE
Monticel lo Distr ict  Archeologist
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SITE CONT0URS (aPProxlmate)
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